Prostate cancer is the second leading cause of cancer death in Background: American men, and is very common in older men. Early screenings have been proven to help diagnose prostate cancer sooner. Ignorance about prostate cancer can be a huge problem impeding men from getting screened. Hence, it is important to be aware of the disease and encourage prostate cancer screening by age 50. The purpose of this study was to establish the level of awareness of prostate cancer among college students at Brigham Young University of Idaho (BYU-I).
Introduction
Prostate cancer screening continues to be a huge controversial topic in our society mostly because of the benefit of diagnosing it versus the risk of overtreating it 1 . Prostate cancer is not the deadliest type of cancer, but it is very common in older men. Early screenings have been proven to help diagnose prostate cancer sooner 1 . Ignorance about prostate cancer can be a huge problem impeding men from getting screened. According to The American Cancer Society, each year more than 30,000 men die of this condition 1 , making it the second deadliest cancer for American men. However, the American Cancer Society also stated that an early diagnosis yields a five-year survival rate of almost 100%. Hence, it is important to be aware of the disease and encourage prostate cancer screening by age 50
1 .
This study was performed in order to establish the level of awareness of prostate cancer among college students at Brigham Young University of Idaho (BYU-I).
Methods

Study setting
Our study focused on students attending BYU-I and was conducted in February 2016 over a period of nine days. The study received approval from the Brigham Young University Institutional Review Board for Human Subjects (IRB) under reference W16-175.
The majority of students attending BYU-I have backgrounds from all over the country and most students are under the age of 30 with a few outliers. There were 17,562 students enrolled at BYU-I with 9,278 of those students being women and 8,284 men 2 .
Participants and data collection For our study, we used Google Forms to create a 7-question survey and used BYU-Idaho Student Research to disperse it to BYU-Idaho students' emails. If a participant completed and sent the questionnaire back then that was considered to be consent for participation in the study.
We initially had 12 questions and decided to only use 5 of these, besides age and gender, to make the survey as short and purposeful as possible. 
Data analysis
We used SPSS for data analysis. We analyzed the data to measure prostate cancer awareness in BYU-Idaho students. Using the data, we used statistics to see how familiar BYU-Idaho students are with prostate cancer. We performed a Pearson correlation coefficient test with the level of significance of 0.001 to see if there was a correlation between gender and prostate cancer awareness. We created bar graphs displaying these statistical analyses. We performed the same test to see if there was a correlation between age and prostate cancer awareness.
Results
In total, 17,562 students were eligible to participate in the survey. Only 55 responses were received, of which 7 had missing data and were not included in the analysis. The final data included 48 participants aged from 18 to 59 (years). 31 participants were women and 17 were men. Our sample matched the age of the BYU-I student population with a mean age of 25.5 years old, and a median of 22 years old. The study shows that knowledge about prostate cancer varied greatly among BYU-I students. Although this data represented the student body at BYU-I well, there was no correlation between age and familiarity with prostate cancer (Table 1) .
We also tested to see whether or not gender and familiarity with prostate cancer would yield a correlation ( Table 2) . The 0.100 in Table 2 shows the correlation is very weak. Women reported to have more familiarity with prostate cancer than men.
The woman who ranked her familiarity with prostate cancer the highest used an 8 on a scale of 1 to 10. The most common answers were 2, 3, and 4. These numbers are very low compared to the amount of prostate cancer that occurs in the population. It was interesting to see that although prostate cancer affects men, in our study fewer men had heard of prostate cancer than women (Figure 1 ). . This disease has claimed many lives so far. The aim of this study was to highlight the level of awareness in the population of students at BYU-I, with the hope to increase knowledge of how devastating the disease is and how manageable it is with the proper treatment.
The present survey showed clear evidence of the lack of prostate cancer awareness among college students at BYU-I. Assuming that most college campuses are similar to BYU-I, the results are most likely representative of prostate cancer awareness in other undergraduate college campuses; however, due to the lack of a substantial number of responses, this data needs further investigation to be representational of under-graduate college campuses throughout the United States. Varying results will occur depending on the size of the university, environment, and whether or not the university is for post-graduates. College majors and student backgrounds may have a huge effect on college students' awareness of prostate cancer. The awareness of this disease is not high among college aged students attending BYU-I; therefore, necessary steps should be taken to promote more awareness and early screening for prostate cancer in this setting.
Limitations
The survey only captured 55 responses out of about 18000 students, so we do not know the experiences of the majority of the student body. Time constraint were a huge factor as this was a university assignment with deadline for submission.
Conclusion
This study shows a significant lack of awareness of prostate cancer among Brigham Young University-Idaho students. Necessary steps should be taken to promote more awareness and early screening for prostate cancer. Educational opportunities should be offered for recognition of symptoms and to promote early diagnosis for a potential curative management.
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It is apparent that a significant amount of time has been spent by the authors in the conception, data collection and authoring of this manuscript.
Introduction:
The introduction should include background information and set up the purpose of the study. While prostate cancer is important to know about as adults, it is not something that college-aged people know much about. This is because the only physicians that this age group has seen are most likely pediatricians. I do not have a clear understanding of what this study is attempting to accomplish.
Methods/Results: Survey projects are tricky and rife with pitfalls. The most glaring issue is the very poor response rate. The results are based on a response rate of 0.3%. It is very difficult to accept the results as valid unless the response rate is >30%.
The other issue with survey projects has to do with the questions asked. If the right questions are not asked in the right way, the results will be invalid. Additionally, if the questionnaire is not formally validated, then the results tend to change even if applied to the same group. This manuscript unfortunately suffers from these issues.
Discussion:
In the first paragraph of the discussion, the author is supposed to summarize the results. In the next 2-3 paragraphs, the author is charged with picking 1-2 important findings from the study and providing further commentary with comparisons to existing literature.
Is the work clearly and accurately presented and does it cite the current literature? Partly
Is the study design appropriate and is the work technically sound? Yes However, the prostate cancer awareness is another important…….it might allow to optimize an opportunistic screening…… The prostate cancer awareness has been spread in the last years by …..month awareness….. However the effective level of awareness in the population is difficult to assess……… This study was performed in order to establish the level of awareness of prostate cancer among college students at Brigham Young University of Idaho (BYU-I).
METHODS:
In the methods section we usually specify only the methods we use to reach the results, how we select the population study, the variables, characteristics and statistical method. We don't speak about numbers which have to be mentioned in the results section: "After a little over one week of compiling we received 55 responses".
"We initially had 12 questions and decided to only use 5 of these, besides age and gender, to make the survey as short and purposeful as possible."
"To avoid any bias, efforts were made to have questions clear and understandable, well-structured, logical and sh…" The above statements are discussion statements; they are not suitable to be put in the M&M section. No one of these regard screening and early detection, which is the most important target of cancer awareness. Questions 1, 2 and 3 have the same meaning. In particular, question 3 doesn't allow a 'yes/no/I don't know' answer. Question 4 is completely useless because early stage curable prostate cancer is not symptomatic. Question 5 has to be addressed to healthcare professionals.
RESULTS:
I cannot discuss the results but a statistical analysis is very hard in the people who gave feedback. The sample is very limited.
The variables have to be described as mean, range, SD.
DISCUSSION:
The authors do a dissertation about prostate cancer awareness. I instead would have discussed the results of this study: Low number of feedbacks. Methodology chosen to reach the people has to be discussed because it led to very poor results.
The statement "It was interesting to see that although prostate cancer affects men, in our study
